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Paul (only). 


12/31/71 


All your easons for doubting even the DPI story part of that business (your 1 2/28) 
are legitimate repertoriil standards. It is possible that a greenie wrote the story but 
I also had such doubts^ in part because as you suspected, I also suspected that the JG 
of fioe had retyped t e story. However, this could have been because a xerox was unclear. 

I immediately tried to check with DPI Dallas and I did as soon as I could with DC, and 
I've had no response. 

Other checks: there was an PHI agent named Grant in Dallas then. 

Sampler explanation fake: some cop or one with access to real forfeis did itT~IIis 
original is a carbon. But Deputy Paulkner said all the numbers arc legit, v?hich means 
that if a fake it had to be by someone with DPD intimate knowledge. 

Harks added: by JG, as you suspect. 
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Typing on Offense Heport not with machine used to retype story. PreouL.eably 
this story also appeared in 0 alias, the source of tlie clip, ostensibly, and Ml’’ did not 

Kather than intent to "divert" barrison, I think it was what could have been 

expected 
I^Lo, 1 
Dallas . 
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1 think I gave you internal reasons for my doubts. If I didn n t, they are many. 



If anything eventuates. I'll let you know. I'll check with DPI in person when 
I am in DC and can. 
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